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National and International Developments in Open Access: 
Implications, opportunities and local initiatives 
Open access to scholarly research really hit the headlines in 2012. This session is a highly 
interactive open discussion of some of the recent issues that have emerged in open access 
within Australia and overseas. After a brief introduction of the topics, attendees will choose 
those topics which interest them most to focus on. 
Attendees are asked to bring their mobile devices with them and be prepared to interact 
electronically as well as in person. The online Twitter discussion will allow attendees to 
post questions and comments.  Those people without devices can follow this secondary 
conversation as it will be projected on the screen. 
In order to have a high-level conversation, the session assumes that attendeesunderstand 
what open access is, and the distinction between publishing in an open access journal (or 
with an open access monograph publisher)and disseminating work by placing a copy of the 
work in a repository. 
Topics 
NHMRC mandate (national) 
From July 2012 the National Health and Medical Research Council mandated deposit of 
publication outputs arising from NHMRC funded research into an institutional repository 
within 12 months of publication.   
http://theconversation.edu.au/all-research-funded-by-nhmrc-to-be-accessible-free-of-
charge-5486 
ARC mandate (national) 
One of the first actions of Prof Aidan Byrne on taking the Chief Executive role at the 
Australian Research Council was to ask Australian universities about the possible impact of 
implementing an open access policy. The ARC policy is mooted to come into effect with the 
new Discovery Grant rules. 
https://theconversation.edu.au/australian-research-council-moves-to-provide-better-
access-to-data-9952 
University-based mandates (national) 
There is evidence that ‘encouraging’ researchers to provide open access often results in less 
than 20% compliance whereas, when open access is ‘required’ by the researchers’ employer 
or funder, compliance is much higher – up to 70%.  Strong mandates (i.e. no waiver option 
on deposit and/or deposit tied to performance evaluation) are more effective than weaker 
mandates (i.e. deposit if publisher allows). Currently, 11 universities in Australia have open 
access mandates of varying strengths.   
http://www.caul.edu.au/caul-programs/open-scholarship/open-scholarship-
resources/open-access-policies 
Australian Open Access Support Group(national) 
The AOASG began as a consortium of six universities with open access policies  - QUT, ANU, 
Macquarie University, Newcastle University, Charles Sturt University and Victoria 
University. Launched during Open Access Week in 2012, the group aims to provide support, 
lobbying and advocacy for open access in Australia. Membership will be extended to other 
research institutions and affiliates during 2013.  
http://www.aoasg.org.au 
Changing from COSIAC and CAIRSS to CRAC (national) 
The Council of Australian University Librarians has supported open access through two 
committees – the CAUL Australasian Institutional Repository Support Service (CAIRSS) and 
CAUL Open Scholarship Initiative Advisory Committee (COSIAC). These committees created 
resources and gathered data about open access activities in Australia and New Zealand, 
organised annual gatherings to discuss copyright and repository management and ran a 
very active discussion list and assisted with negotiation of the NHMRC and ARC mandates. 
Both committees ended in Dec 2012, to be folded into the CAUL Research Advisory 
Committee. 
http://www.caul.edu.au/caul-programs/open-scholarship/cosiac 
http://cairss.caul.edu.au/cairss/ 
Finch Report (UK) 
The Finch Report, produced by a committee led by Dame Janet Finch and commissioned by 
the UK Minister for Universities and Science, was released in June 2012.  The committee’s 
main finding that the results of publicly funded research should be freely accessible is 
commendable.  The recommendation was that authors publish in open access or hybrid 
journals bypaying the publisher for the right to provide open access, rather than depositing 
the accepted manuscript in a repository. 
http://theconversation.edu.au/finch-inquirys-open-access-tune-wont-resonate-in-
australia-7768 
RCUK (UK) 
Following the release of the Finch Report, the Research Councils UK revised its policy on 
open access. The new policy states that authors are expected to publish only in compliant 
journals - that is those which offer an open access option. This sounds good, but the policy 
states thatif a journal offers either open access publishing or allows deposit then the author 
can choose. However if the journal only offers open access through article processing fees 
then the author must pay. This could have perverse effects.  Publishers currently allowing 
both open access options may stop allowing deposit or start demanding lengthy embargo 
periods - to force authors to take up their expensive ‘pay to publish’ option. 
http://poynder.blogspot.com.au/2012/07/oa-advocate-stevan-harnad-withdraws_26.html 
European Union (Europe) 
In July 2012, the European Commission, which controls an 80 billion euro science budget, 
announced that, from 2014, articles arising from its research and innovation grants must be 
open access. Funded researchers can pay the publisher’s open access fee for immediate 
open access or they can opt to deposit a copy of the accepted manuscript version in a 
repository provided it has a less than 6 month embargo period.  The EU’s decision to adopt 
an open access policy that is quite similar to the RCUK policy may hasten the transition of 
scholarly publishing from subscription based to open access. 
http://in.reuters.com/article/2012/07/17/us-science-publishing-
idINBRE86F0UD20120717 
SCOAP3 (Europe) 
SCOAP3 is a consortium which facilitates open access publishing in high energy physics by 
re-directing subscription money. Currently, funding bodies through libraries buy journal 
subscriptions to support the peer-review service and allow their patrons to read articles. In 
the SCOAP3 funding model, libraries, library consortia, research institutions and funding 
agencies will directly pay for the peer-review service through established high-quality 
journals, whose content will become open access. Each country will contribute in 
proportion to its contributions to the literature of the field.  
http://scoap3.org 
RWA (USA) 
The Research Works Act, which was introduced to the US House of Representatives in 
December 2011, was supported by the Association of American Publishers and the 
Copyright Alliance. It would have prohibited open access mandates for federally funded 
research (institutional or funding agency) - effectively blocking the National Institute of 
Health (NIH) open access policy. Thisrequirestax-payer funded research to be made freely 
available online. Academic backlash to the bill was led by mathematician Timothy Gowers 
who created on online petitioncallingon publishers to reduce journal prices and increase 
support for open access. The petition has been signed by over 10,000 scholars many of 
whom pledged to boycott Elsevier journals (as authors and reviewers) because of the 
company’s support for the bill. Elsevier withdrew its support for the bill.  
Compliance – Wellcome Trust & NIH tightening rules (UK & USA) 
Wellcome Trust (UK) will withhold researchers’ final grant payment if research results are 
not published as OA.  In addition, research papers will not be counted if they are not freely 
available when Wellcome reviews any future submissions for research funding.   
http://www.guardian.co.uk/science/2012/jun/28/wellcome-trust-scientists-open-access 
The National Institute of Health, commencing Spring 2013, will delay funding grants if any 
papers related to the research it supports fails compliance with the policy, that papers 
resulting from NIH-funded work must be accessible on PMC within 12 months. 
http://www.the-scientist.com/?articles.view/articleNo/33327/title/NIH-To-Enforce-OA-
Policy/ 
Compliance - Publishers’ “Separate agreements” (international) 
Currently, a number of publishers are endeavouring to enter into separate agreements with 
the organisations implementing mandates in order to resolve the conflict between the 
terms of their standard publishing agreement and the requirements of the mandate.  In 
some cases, the funding body (e.g. Wellcome Trust) agree to pay the publishers fee for open 
access.  In other cases, where the funder is not prepared to pay for open access, the 
condition placed on open access by the publisher includes lengthy embargo periods (of up 
to 48 months). Whether or not a 4 year embargo constitutes open access is debateable. 
http://www.elsevier.com/about/publishing-guidelines/policies/funding-body-agreements 
http://olabout.wiley.com/WileyCDA/Section/id-406074.html 
Training in repository management and open access (international) 
A 2012 Australian study examining the training needs of repository staff reflected recent UK 
and Spanish studies in that very few formal training opportunities exist in the repository 
management area. Most people have had to learn on the job, and the skill set is diverse and 
complex. This makes recruitment difficult. A few small steps have been made in Library 
courses in Australia recently. 
http://jlsc-pub.org/jlsc/vol1/iss2/7/ 
OA monographs (international) 
The scholarly publishing market is no longer working efficiently. Costly journals soak up the 
bulk of library budgets leaving little money left over for purchasing books. Consequently, 
getting a publishing deal for a scholarly monograph is almost impossible, especially for 
researchers in the humanities and social sciences. Some publishers are experimenting with 
open access business models to address this problem: 
‘Knowledge Unlatched’ involves publishers being paid a fee to cover the ‘fixed costs’ of 
publishing a book, provided a basic HTML version made open access.  The publisher is free 
to sell print copies and value-added digital versions. http://www.knowledgeunlatched.org/ 
A variant of the traditional University Press is where print copies are offered for sale (print 
on demand) while digital copies of the same book can be downloaded free of charge. This 
model may involves some form of subsidy (actual or ‘in kind) from the host institution. 
http://epress.anu.edu.au/ 
PubMed Central (PMC) (international) 
The PMC repository is designed to provide permanent access to all of its content. It is the 
world’s largest full-text biomedical repository. At November 2012, PMC comprises 2.5 
million articles, provided by 1183 journals, 243 NIH portfolio journals and 1897 selective 
deposit journals.   
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/ 
